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ENGLISH VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT

“P.OB.AT _

ENGLISH INDIANA 471 18

: "'CONGRESSMANLEEHAMILTON LR L e
" 1201 E. 10TH, SUFTE 107 - T
JEFFERSONVILLE, INDIANA 47130 | o el

RE: FCC PROPOSED RULE CHANGES
PR DOCKEI' 92—235
PART 88 o

DEAR CONGRESSMAN LEE HAMILTON, |

DUE TO A RECENT VISIT WITH SOME OF OUR NEIGHBORS IN HARRISON COUNTY, THE ABOVE
WAS BROUGHT TO OUR ATTENTION. AFTER REVIEWING IF PART 88 IS PASSED BY THE FCC,
THE CHANGE WILL COST OUR VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT AN ESTIMATED $§ 50,000.00 +.
AS FOR ALL OF CRAWFORD COUNTY THIS CHANGE WILL COST OUR COUNTY FIRE
DEPARTMENT’S, AMBULANCE SERVICE, COUNTY AND LOCAL POLICE AN ESTIMATED $
200,000.00+, WHICH WE CAN NOT AFFORD.

ALSO, WE CAN NOT AFFORD THE RADIO INTERFERENCE OF THE NEW PROPOSAL AS OUR
CURRENT COUNTY WIDE RADIO SYSTEM (FIRE, AMBULANCE POLICE) IS THE MAJOR LIFE
LINE OF COMMUNICATIONS FOR OUR RURAL COMMUNITY.

WE FEEL SURE YOU ARE PROBABLY SICK OF HEARING FROM OUR AREA, AS WITH THE _
RELOCATION PROJECT, AND ETC. WE REALLY HATE TO BOTHER YOU ON ANY MATTER AS
WE KNOW YOU ARE EXTREMELY BUSY, BUT FOR VOLUNTEERS WHO SERVE, AND THE TAX
PAYERS WHO END UP PAYING THE BILLS, NEED YOUR HELP ON THIS MATTER.

THANKS,

ENGLISH VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT

MIKE BENHAM, ASSISTANT FIRE CHIEF



On June 13 1991 the Federal.[ , 4
Commumcatlons Commlsswn {BCC)=" o |t
) :-and in many cases from 30 kHz -
- eventually down to 5 kHz in the VHF
-+ band, and from 25 kHz down to 6.25

. kHz in the UHF band. Initially,

~existing users would be required to
- reduce the width of their assigned
. frequencies by half by January 1, 1996.
. “The reduction of channel width in
-existing radios, the FCC was advised

. 'by its staff, is a simple screwdriver

"+ adjustment of the transmitter deviation.

initiated a Notice of Inqu),ry to-"explore

options - for : ‘promoting .fhore-effective. -
and efficient use of the-bands below
470.MHz.”  -This. acnon has becomcf'-‘

known as, refarmmg

ch months latcr thc FCC held an. .
alI—day ‘conference. oni ‘refarming where
‘techmcal and pubhc pohcy quesnonsi
were addressed. The FCC declaréd the =
refarming -issue "the most 51gmﬁcant‘

issue taken up m thc paﬁt 30 years

Proposed rules for lhe refamung" E
were issued ‘on October 8, 1992 (PR

Docket 92- -235). . Howe.'Ver the 432-

page document covers inore. than just . - .
refarming. Part 90 of the FCC's rules
would- be ‘completely- rownnen and S

_ desxgnated Part 88

The FCC's objecuve in tkus effort is
to increase, eventually by: several times,

the number of usable froqucncxes in the: -
ipper. VHF (150—174 MHz) and lower
HF- (450-512 MHz) 4n ‘the Land:~ .
‘hile Radio services. pnmanly; o
: gh channel sphttmg,_ ‘a very

\le goai that has broad support

ntenuons are. admxrable, thexr |

A approved devastaung

'@ DETAILS

+. The FCC plans to split the land
- mobile radio channels from 15 kHz-- ~==| ™ "=

~ Unfortunately, true channel splitting
7 is not so simple. Reducing the
" deviation of the transmitter will also
. substantially reduce the performance
- and reliability of the system. In a

system like ours here in Harrison

~County, this adjustment would
- effectively reduce our repeater coverage
- by at least 50%.

More signiﬁoantly, the assignment

- - and use of the newly created adjacent
“+_channels would result in widespread
‘interference to existing  systems,
" ."because you will continue to receive
-, signals over the entire 15 kHz channel.
- " Receiver narrowbanding requires much
. - more than a screwdriver adjustment. It
*.requires, if even possible, a major and

" -costly overhaul . . .

® BAD NEWS

Totally unrelated to channel splitting
is~= the —FCC's proposal--to- limit~
drastically the power output of stations
located on high ground. Our repeater
currently operates with an output power
of 90 watts, the maximum allowed
under our FCC license. Under the
proposed Part 88, our repeater system
will be limited to a maximum output
power of 10 watts! Radio repeaters and
base stations at even higher elevations
will be limited to only one watt!

Mobile radios, operating on our
repeater system, will be limited to a
power output of 25 watts under the new
rules. This means that most of your
mobile radios will be required to have
their output power reduced by 50-75%.

What's the FCC's reasoning behind
all of this? According to them, the
proposals were designed to "reduce
congestion, meet future communications
capacity needs, and permit, facilitate,
and encourage licensees to be spectrum
efficient.”

What will the FCC do with all of the
newly created channels? They plan to
take 258 pairs of these channels and
auction them off to private industry! In
the very near future, our only option

'_ will be to lease air-time from an SMR.



What Can Be Done? |

1 apologize for the technical detail in The FCC's public comment petiod |

arts of this brochure, but I do want to " for the Notice of Proposed Rule .-
.mphasize the significance of these Making (NPRM) ends on May 28,:
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